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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE _ 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 



The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 



1 . Claims 7 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. Claim 7 recites the limitation 
"the tuner box" in line 2. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation 
in the claim. Claim 9 depends from claim 7 and includes all the limitations of 
claim 7 yet does not clarify the deficiency in claim 7. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 
Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in 
public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in 
the United States. 



2. Claims 1-4,14-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being clearly 
anticipated by Schindler (5675390). 

Schindler '390shows a system for remotely controlling an AV device within 
a PC where the buttons on the remote control are mapped to predetermined key 
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codes and upon receiving a signal from a remote control the signal is translated 
to control the operations of AV devices coupled to the PC. See col. 18 lines 30+. 
Because the translation of signals to control codes occurs by mapping the 
received signal to known (stored) codes in the PC, it can be considered utilizing a 
look-up table to provide the associations regardless of the name of the board 
which does the translations. Such a translation inherently requires a program 
running in the PC in order to operate. Figure 14c shows DVD and DVR 
functions. 



The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

3. Claims 5-13,19-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Schindler (5675390) as applied to claims 1-4,14-18 above, 
and further in view of Bauersachs (2004/00251 89). 

In an analogous art, Bauersachs shows a connector to receive the remote 
control signals, where the connector is a tuner box that receives IR signals. See 
paragraph 105. This allows the use of the OEM remote control and OEM remote 
control codes that are subsequently converted to be used in the present system. 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to have used a tuner box as the receiver of the IR remote 
control signals to enable the use of the OEM remote control in the Schindler '390 
system. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Brian A Zimmerman whose telephone 
number is 703-305-4796. The examiner can normally be reached on Off every 
other Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Mike Horabik can be reached on 703-305-4704. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 



free). 



Bean A-Zimmerman 
Primary Examiner 




